State of South Dakota

SEVENTY-THIRD SESSION
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, 1998

257B0754 HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO.

1008

Introduced by: Representatives McNenny, Apa, Belatti, Brooks, Brown (Jarvis), Chicoine,
Cutler, Duenwald, Duxbury, Fitzgerald, Jaspers, Koetzle, Koskan, Kredit, Lee,
Madden, Matthews, Monroe, Moore, Putnam, Schaunaman, Schrempp, Solum,
Volesky, Waltman, Weber, Wick, and Windhorst and Senators Frederick, Aker,
Benson, Brosz, Drake, Dunn (Jim), Flowers, Hainje, Hunhoff, Hutmacher,
Kleven, Kloucek, Lange, Lawler, Morford, Rounds, Shoener, Staggers,
Symens, and Vitter

1 A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION, Requesting the United States Fish and Wildlife Serviceto

2 postpone the placement of the T opeka Shiner (Notropistopeka) on the Endangered Species
3 List.
4 WHEREAS, South Dakota is predominantly dependent upon agriculture economically and

5 proper stewardship of our resourcesis already a way of life and listing a native animal species
6 on the Endangered Species List would adversaly affect agriculture, economic devel opment,
7 infrastructure, construction, and more; and
8 WHEREAS, South Dakota is a state where we attempt to base our environmental policies
9  on common sense and sound science; and
10 WHEREAS, South Dakota is home to more than one hundred seventy-five species of
11 minnow making it difficult to determine the loss of any single species, and
12 WHEREAS, by law, the decison to list the T opeka Shiner as endangered must be based on
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its population status, distribution and the existence of threats to the animal and its habitat; and

WHEREAS, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service has not conducted a study on the
population distribution, of the Topeka Shiner and much of the information collected in South
Dakotais historical in nature dating back to 1939; and

WHEREAS, no recent information has been collected nor habitat evaluations made for the
Topeka Shiner in South Dakota, there is a lack of data to assist in making sound decisions
regarding potential impacts, and

WHEREAS, the T opeka Shiner isalready protected under statelaw in Missouri and Kansas,
and

WHEREAS, Minnesota, Nebraska, and South Dakota already consder it a species of
concern; and

WHEREAS, according to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service employee Nell
McPhillips was quoted in the December 12, 1997, Mitchell Daily Republic on page one as
admitting that it is, "nearly impossible to count fish":

NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT RESOLVED, by the House of Representativesof the Seventy-
third Legidature of the State of South Dakota, the Senate concurring therein, that the
Legidature requests the United States Fish and Wildlife Service postpone the placement of the

Topeka Shiner (Notropis topeka) on the Endangered SpeciesLid.



